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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1 -1 0 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U S C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 1, 2, 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Naden(US. 7,057,635 B1). 

Regarding claim 1, Naden teaches a system for giving a presentation (see 
Naden fig. 1 and col. 4, lines 35-36), comprising 

a) an image-showing device (see Naden, fig. 1 , component 10) having-a wireless 
communications interface (see Naden, fig. 1, component 8); 

b) a mobile device (see Naden, fig. 1, component 4) having a wireless 
communications interface (see Naden, fig. 1, component 6), the image-showing device 
and the mobile device being arranged 

c) to make an ad-hoc wireless connection in response to a triggering event (see 
Naden, col. 4, lines 19-22), 
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d) to convey a further wireless communication (see Naden, col. 4, lines 63-64; 
RF link 18) over an internal network (see Naden, col. 3, lines 46-47; a local area 
network (LAN)) if the internal network is accessible to both parties (see Naden, col. 4, 
lines 27-31), 

e) to show a presentation controlled by the mobile device on the image-showing 
device (see Naden, col. 4, lines 42-46). 

Regarding claim 2, Naden also teaches a system as claimed in claim 1, 
characterized in that the image-showing device is a projector (see Naden, fig. 1 , 
component 12). 

Regarding claim 7, Naden teaches a method of giving a presentation (see 
Naden fig. 1 and col. 4, lines 35-36), comprising the following steps: 

a) making of an ad-hoc wireless connection (see Naden, col. 4, lines 19-22) 
between a mobile device (see Naden, fig. 1, component 4) and an image-showing 
device (see Naden, fig. 1, component 10), 

b) checking whether a common internal network (see Naden, col. 3, lines 46-47; 
a local area network (LAN)) is accessible to the mobile device and the image-showing 
device (see Naden, col. 3, lines 45-47), and if required changing a communication over 
to a wireless connection (see Naden, col. 4, lines 63-64; RF link 18) over the internal 
network (see Naden, col. 4, lines 27-31), 
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c) control of a presentation on the image-showing device by the mobile device 
(see Naden, col. 4, lines 42-46). 

Regarding claim 9, Naden also teaches a method as claimed in claim 7, 
characterized in that, it is not being used for a presentation, the image-showing device 
goes to a mode in which it is ready to make an ad-hoc connection (see Naden, col. 4, 
lines 60-65). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Naden as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Nakatsuka (US PUB NO. 
2004/0097193 A1). 

Regarding claim 3, Naden teaches a system as claimed in claim 1. 

Naden is silent to teaching that characterized in that the triggering event is the 
coupling of the mobile device to a data carrier, which latter preferably contains the 
communications parameters required for the ad-hoc connection. However, the claimed 
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limitation is well known in the art at the time of the invention was made as evidenced by 
Nakatsuka. 

In related art, Nakatsuka teaches a system characterized in that the triggering 
event is the coupling of the mobile device to a data carrier (see Nakatsuka, para. 
[01 74]), which latter preferably contains the communications parameters required for 
the ad-hoc connection (see Nakatsuka, para. [01 76]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Naden with the teaching of 
Nakatsuka in order to achieve a reliable radio connection (see Nakatsuka, para. [0014], 
lines 1-3). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Naden and Nakatsuka also teaches a 
system as claimed in claim 3, characterized in that the data carrier is an insertable card 
or a CD-ROM (see Nakatsuka, para. [0174]). 

3. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Naden 
and Nakatsuka as applied to claim 3 above, and further in view of Kammer (US PUB 
NO. 2003/0097602 A1). 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Naden and Nakatsuka teaches a system 
as claimed in claim 3. 
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The combination of Naden and Nakatsuka is silent to teaching that characterized 
in that the connection between the image-showing device and the mobile device is 
brought to an end when the coupling of the mobile device to the data carrier is 
interrupted. However, the claimed limitation is well known in the art as evidenced by 
Kammer. 

In the same field of endeavor, Kammer teaches a system characterized in that 
the connection between the image-showing device and the mobile device is brought to 
an end when the coupling of the mobile device to the data carrier is interrupted (see 
Kammer, para. [0027], lines 14-17). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Naden and Nakatsuka with 
the teaching of Kammer in order to support local area wireless communication (see 
Kammer, para. [0027], lines 1-4). 

4. Claims 6, 8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Naden as applied to claims 1 and 7, respectively above, and further in view of 
Grassho et al. (US. 2003/0091015 A1; hereinafter "Grassho") 

Regarding claim 6, Naden teaches a system as claimed in claim 1, characterized 
in that the image-showing device offers the mobile device controlled access to 
resources on a network accessible to the image-showing device (see Naden, col. 4, 
lines 27-31). 



Application/Control Number: 10/563,846 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2618 

Naden is silent to teaching that the resources on the network are printers 
connected into the network. However, the claimed limitation is well known in the art as 
evidenced by Grassho. 

In the same of endeavor, Grassho teaches a system characterized in that the 
resources on the network are printers connected into the network (see Grassho, para. 
[0030]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Naden with the teaching of 
Grassho in order to provide printing service in both ad-hoc system and infrastructure 
system (see Grassho, para. [0005]). 

Regarding claim 8, Naden teaches a method as claimed in claim 7. 

Naden is silent to teaching that characterized in that, in the check, it is 
established whether the mobile device already has a connection to a common network. 
However, the claimed limitation is well known in the art as evidenced by Grassho. 

In the same field of endeavor, Grassho teaches a system characterized in that, in 
the check, it is established whether the mobile device already has a connection to a 
common network (see Grassho, fig. 2, para. [0047]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Naden with the teaching of 
Grassho in order to provide printing service in both ad-hoc system and infrastructure 
system (see Grassho, para. [0005]). 
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Regarding claim 10, Naden teaches a method as claimed in claim 7, 
characterized in that information is transmitted from the mobile device over an ad-hoc 
connection to the image-showing device and is conveyed by the latter to a network for 
further processing (see Naden, col. 4, lines 27-31). 

Naden is silent to teaching that the further processing is printing out. However, 
the claimed limitation is well known in the art as evidenced by Grassho. 

In the same field of endeavor, Grassho teaches a method characterized in that 
the further processing is printing out (see Grassho, para. [0030]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Naden with the teaching of 
Grassho in order to provide printing service in both ad-hoc system and infrastructure 
system (see Grassho, para. [0005]). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 11/10/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding claims 1 and 7, Applicant argues that Naden does not teach a 
wireless connection to an internal network as required by claim 1 because Naden 
teaches a wired link 18 to Internet. However, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

More specifically, the Examiner submits that Naden teaches that a wireless link is 
used instead of said wired link 18 (see Naden, col. 4, lines 63-64) and connected to a 
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local area network (LAN) instead of Internet (see Naden, col. 3, lines 45-47). Therefore, 
the Examiner submits that Naden teaches a further wireless communication over an 
internal network if the internal network is accessible to both parties as claimed by 
independent claims 1 and 7. 

In response to applicant's argument that the inventive concept of Naden (i.e. 
"white boarding") is different from the inventive concept of the instant application (i.e. 
"distinguishing different classes of attendees"), the Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

More specifically, the Examiner submits that the WLAN of Naden is not 
accessible by all the conferees. For example, a conferee without a PDA or any 
communication device is incapable of connecting to the WLAN of Naden. Thus, Naden 
also teaches distinguish between different classes of attendees (i.e. those who can 
connect to the WLAN and those who cannot connect to the WLAN). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wen W. Huang whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7852. The examiner can normally be reached on 10am - 6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nay A. Maung can be reached on (571) 272-7882. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-ipOO. 
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